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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 9/10/2008 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is responsive to an Amendment filed 9/10/2008. Claims 15-30 are pending. 
Claims 15, 19, 23, and 27 are amended. Claims 1-14 are canceled. 

Response to Arguments 
1. Applicant's arguments regarding claims 15, 19, 23, and 27, filed 9/10/2008, have been 
fully considered, but they are not persuasive. 

Regarding claims 15, 19, 23, and 27, the applicant argues that Daniels does not disclose 
or suggest that any program table simultaneously displays a plurality of programs each with a 
respective unique request button for record reservation data. The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Daniels discloses a system in which a user is provided access to a computer network 
source of program information and data instructions via an Internet modem connection. Daniels 
further discloses multiple Web page arrangements for displaying the program information for 
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user selection. Figure 23 shows the Web page that is displayed when a user navigates through 
the "day" option of column A. Column B pops up with a list of the days of the week. Columns 
C, D, and E pop up and the user makes the desired selections. Column F pops up with the 
program schedule information. Once the user selects a program, column G pops up with the 
option of recording the program with a VCR (p. 15, paragraph 150 & Fig. 23). As noted in the 
Office Action mailed 4/14/2008, a user must select a program button from Column F before they 
can select to record the program (p. 15, paragraph 150 & Fig. 23). Therefore, the program 
buttons 1-22 in Column F can be interpreted to be "request buttons for record reservation data," 
as currently claimed. This meets the limitation of "displaying a plurality of programs with 
additional request buttons for record reservation data, such that each displayed program has a 
corresponding unique button for record reservation data simultaneously displayed with the 
respective displayed program," as currently claimed. The examiner acknowledges Applicant's 
argument that no reasonable interpretation would indicate the displayed programs themselves 
were also request buttons; however, the examiner respectfully disagrees. In order to record 
Guligan's Island the user must select button (21) Guligan's Island to select the record button. 
Applicant further states that the claimed "additional request buttons" distinguishes over Daniels; 
however, the examiner respectfully disagrees. Figure 23 illustrates a listing of programs, each of 
which has an associated button that is selected to get to Column G. The examiner interprets each 
of these associated buttons to be "additional request buttons" as currently claimed. 

Further regarding claims 15, 19, 23, and 27, the examiner notes that Figures 24 and 25 
also meet the limitations of the claims. Similar to Figure 23, Figures 24 and 25 require that the 
user click on a program in the grid prior to pressing the RECORD selected program button (Figs. 



Application/Control Number: 09/720,537 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2424 

24, 25). As such, each of these buttons can be interpreted to be "additional request buttons for 
record reservation data, such that each displayed program has a corresponding unique button for 
record reservation data simultaneously displayed with the respective displayed program," as 
currently claimed. 

Still further regarding claims 15, 19, 23, and 27, the examiner notes that Figures 24 and 
25 illustrate a plurality of record buttons (RECORD selected program, RECORD same program 
name for one week, and Record same program name every week). As such, the examiner 
interprets this as "a program table simultaneously displaying a plurality of programs with 
additional request buttons for record reservation data," as currently claimed. The examiner 
further notes that the RECORD selected program button is unique from the RECORD same 
program name for one week button and the Record same program name every week button. As 
such, the examiner interprets the RECORD selected program button to be a unique button, as 
currently claimed. As such, the examiner maintains that this also meets the limitation of "each 
displayed program has a corresponding unique button for record reservation data simultaneously 
displayed with the respective displayed program," as currently claimed. 



Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 30 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Referring to claim 30, the examiner notes that the preamble of the claim lacks antecedent 
basis. The preamble of claim 30 recites "[t]he computer readable medium apparatus according 
to claim 27"; however, claim 27 recites "[a] computer readable medium." The examiner 
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recommends that the preamble of claim 30 be changed to "[t]he computer readable medium 
according to claim 27." 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

2. Claims 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101, because the claimed invention is directed 
to non- statutory subject matter. 

Referring to claims 27-30, the claims are directed towards a computer readable medium; 
however, the examiner notes that the specification defines that the medium can be the 
transmission medium for a program over a radio path from a downloading site through an 
artificial satellite for digital satellite broadcasting to the personal computer, or transmitted 
through a network, a local area network or Internet, so as to be stored in the enclosed hard disc in 
the personal computer (p. 56, paragraph 4 of Applicant's specification). The examiner notes that 
a claim directed to a signal per se does not appear to be a process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter. See MPEP 2106.01 for guidance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 15, 16, 19, 20, 23, 24, 27, 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Daniels. 

Referring to claims 15, 16, 19, 20, 23, 24, 27, and 28, Daniels discloses an information 
processing apparatus/method, comprising a server configured to store a program table 
simultaneously displaying a plurality of programs with additional request buttons for record 
reservation data, such that each displayed program has a corresponding unique request button for 
record reservation data simultaneously displayed with the respective displayed program (p. 14, 
paragraphs 144, 145; p. 15, paragraphs 146, 150-152; & Figs. 19, 23-25); the server further 
configured to allow a user to select programs on the program table by selecting one of the 
respective request buttons for record reservation data on the program table corresponding to a 
respective program, the user accessing the server from a remote device through a network; and 
the server further configured to transmit record reservation data to the remote device of the user 
based on the user selections of the request buttons for record reservation data in the program 
table, the transmitted record reservation data for controlling the recording of a picture at the user 
remote device, and including data for specifying a channel, data indicating the date and time for 
starting the recording, and data (duration data) indicating the date and time for terminating the 
recording to a picture recording apparatus (p. 3, paragraphs 24, 25; p. 13, paragraphs 130, 131, 
133-136; p. 14, paragraphs 140-146; p. 15, paragraphs 146, 150, 151; p. 17, paragraphs 165-168; 
& Figs. 7-11, 15-19, 23-26, 36, 37-41). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 17, 18, 21, 22, 25, 26, 29, 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Daniels in view of vCalendar Specification, v0.4. 

Referring to claims 17, 21, 25, and 29, Daniels discloses the information processing 
apparatus/method according to claims 15, 19, 23, and 27, respectively. Daniels also discloses 
that a calendar scheduling application is operated depending on VCR control information (p. 13, 
paragraph 136). Daniels further discloses that VCR control information can be updated via 
email (p. 14, paragraph 140). Daniels does not disclose that the transmitted data is data of a v- 
calendar system. vCalendar specification, v0.4 discloses the use of the vCalendar format in 
point-to-point communication (p. 1, paragraph 4), where vCalendar data streams are created with 
a vCalendar Writer and are read with a vCalendar reader (p. 1, paragraph 6). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time that the invention was made to modify 
Daniels to include the use of a vCalendar format, such as that taught by vCalendar Specification, 
v0.4 in order to collect and communicate PDI information across e-mail (p. 1, paragraph 2). 

Referring to claims 18, 22, 26, and 30, the combination of Daniels and vCalendar 
specification, v0.4 teach the information processing apparatus according to claims 15, 19, 23, 
and 27, respectively, wherein the transmitted data comprises text data including the information 
specifying the date and time of starting the recording, the recording start date and time specifying 
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information being stated next to the information indicating the start of the recording reservation 
data "BEGIN :VCALENDAR" (vCalendar Specification v0.4 p. 5, 2.2.1), "DTSTART:" 
(vCalendar Specification v0.4 p. 6, 2.1.2), the information specifying the date and time of end of 
recording, the recording end date and time specifying information being stated next to 
"DTEND:" (vCalendar Specification v0.4 p. 23, paragraph 2.3.1 1), the information specifying a 
channel for recording, the channel specifying information being stated next to "LOCATION:" 
(vCalendar Specification v0.4 p. 24, 2.3.15), the name of a program for recording, recorded next 
to "DESCRIPTION:" (vCalendar Specification v0.4 p. 6, 2.1.3) , and the information 
"END: VCALENDAR" (vCalendar Specification v0.4 p. 5, 2.2.1) indicating the end of the 
recording reservation data. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MICHAEL VAN HANDEL whose telephone number is 
(571)272-5968. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am-5:30pm Mon.-Fri.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on 571-272-733 1 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Chris Kelley/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 
2424 

MVH 



